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THE SON OF MAN. 
BY ALBERT THOMAS HULL. 


The Son of Man, Oh! gracious name 
To those who ponder whence He came; 
That He came down mankind to raise 
And tune rebellious hearts to praise. 


The Son of Man, oh, name of power, 
Transtorming sinners hour by hour; 
May we obey the words He spake 
Whereby the power of sin He'll break. 


The Son of Man at countless cost 
Redeems by love the uttermost; 
The Blood He shed on Calvary 
Was shed for all humanity. 


O Son of Man, who by Thy Cross 
Doth change to gold the human dross; 
We feel Thy soul is satisfied 

Leholding man thus glorified. 


The Son of Man, let sinners turn, 

His winsome words no longer spurn; 
But heart and head and will resign 
To grace and truth and love divine. 


The Son of Man—the Man who shares 
Our sorrows, trials, hopes and cares; 

To whom we always can appeal 

For strength to fight and balm to heal 


The Son of Man exalteth man, 
Revealing God's vast, tragic plan; 

His life, His death; His teaching show 
The way wherein we all should go. 


O Son of Man, humility 

Thou didst unite with majesty; 

No school, no court did fashion Thee 
But God’s own Word read prayerfully. 


The Son of Man, suggestive name, 
Oh, may our ransomed souls proclaim 
The path Thy sinless feet have trod 
O Son of Man, the Son of God! 
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“When thou art converted strengthen thy brethren.”—Luke 22: 32. 
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EDITORIAL 

The sacrifice of Jesus Christ put an end to special sacrifice, 
ind establishes for all His disciples the universal priesthood. 
The Epistle to the Hebrews explains with clearness and pro- 
fundity the reason of the abolition of particular priesthoods, and 
of their replacing by the permanent priesthood of the Divine Re- 
deemer. “Christ has come,” we read, “as the high-priest of good 
things to come”—of spiritual good things. He has passed 
through the greater and more perfect tabernacle, not made by 
hands—that is to say, which is not of this creation—and He has 
entered once for all into the Most Holy Place, having secured, 
not with the blood of oxen and calves, but with His own blood, 
in eternal redemption (Heb. 9: 11, 12). Lo! the high barrier 
falls, which before restrained the people of God from crossing the 
threshold of the holy of holies of the earthly temple, the image 
of the celestial sanctuary! The veil of the temple, rending 
asunder at the very moment when Jesus Christ cries out on the 
Cross, “It is finished,” demonstrates effectively that an end has 
been made of exclusive sacrifices. All is now, indeed, finished, 
since the High-priest of humanity has offered to God His own 
hlood—the blood of the Just and Perfect One, who has accom- 
plished the sacrifice of reparation for the very reason that He was 
witnout sin, and that His offering was a redemption. 

The high-priest of the church is the Son of ‘Man—the repre- 
sentative, the head, the chief, of the new humanity reconciled to 
(sod. By His entering into the holy of holies, an entrance has 
been secured for all the members of this new humanity, which is 
born, not of flesh, nor of blood, but of faith, of this faith which 
incorporates us with Christ, and makes us the members of His 
body (Eph. 4: 12-16). If He had entered alone into the holy of 
holies, the result would have been that He would not have accom- 
plished the redemption of an alienated race. If all is truly 
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finished in the atoning sacrifice, then all can enter into the holy of 
holies. The universal priesthood is henceforth established. As 
the great Catholic orator Bossuet has nobly said, “Jesus Christ 
has gathered together in His own blood a people of kings and of 
priests.” It is precisely this which. the entire Church has for- 
gotten—beginning with the church of Bossuet himself, which has 
revived the special priestly office, and instituted such a new sacri- 
fice of a partially expiatory character as the mass. 

Although the church has the right and duty common to every 
society which desires to live, of giving to itself a form of govern- 
ment, and of having its several ministers—deacons, elders, or 
pastors—on condition that it sees in its ministers only its repre- 
sentatives and its servants, appointed by the choice of their 
brethren according to the custom of the apostolic times, yet it can- 
not have a priesthood, properly so called—a priesthood special 
and exclusive—without returning to the period of shadows and 
of types which preceded the supreme accomplishment of redemp- 
tion, and without limiting and lessening that redemption, as 
though the sacrifice of the Cross had not been sufficient for the 
safety of the world. The first consequence of the royal priest- 
hood of Christ for this dispensation is this fine expression of St. 
Peter, addressed by him to all the believers: “Ye are . . . a 
royal priesthood” (1 Pet. 2: 9). 

The divine Head of the church represents that church before 
the Father. First and foremost Christ intercedes for it: “If 
any man sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ 
the righteous” (1 John 2:1). Again, the Epistle to the Hebrews 
says, “We have a great high-priest, that is passed into the Heavens, 
Jesus the Son of God. ... We have not a high-priest which 
cannot be touched with the feeling of our infirmities, but was in 
all points tempted like as we are, yet without sin.” (Heb. 4: 14, 
15). It is our glorified Saviour, then, who Himself applies to us 
the effects of His sacrifice and obtains for us eternal pardon. Let 
us not forget that, having broken down the wall of separation 
between earth and Heaven, He may be at the same time before the 
throne of His Father, and dwelling in the Christian soul, to be 
with us, according to His promise “Even unto the end of the 
world” (Matt. 28: 20). Finally, since He has returned into 
glory, kingliness in Him is united with priesthood. 
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WHEN THE POPE BLESSES 
The Pope of Rome sent the Golden Rose and his apostolic 
blessing to Bomba, King of Naples, and within four days he lost 
his crown and kingdom. 
* * 
His Holiness sent his blessing to the Emperor of Austria, 
ind shortly afterward he lost Venetia and was defeated at 


Sadowa. 


POPE BENEDICT XV. 


The Pope sent a very special blessing to Queen Isabella, of 
Spain, and about two weeks afterward she lost her crown. 
* * 
The Vicar of Christ on earth sent his blessing to Empress 
Eugenie, of France, and in less than a year France was over- 


thrown by Germany, the emperor lost his crown and died in exile. 
* * 


The Pope blessed General Boulanger, and in less than two 
weeks he was an exile, and later committed suicide. 
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The Empress of Brazil was specially blessed by the Pope. 
She broke her leg three days later, and the emperor lost his crown, 
dying an exile. 

x: * * 

The Emperor Maximilian, of Mexico, was blessed by the 
Pope, and was soon afterward shot by his people. His widow 
went to Rome, received the Papal blessing, and afterward be- 
came an incurable lunatic. 

x * * 

In 1895 the Archbishop of Damascus, at Vittoria, delivered 
the Pope’s blessing upon the Spanish troops and fleet, with the 
result that Spain lost two fleets and two armies. 

3 * * 

The Empress of Austria received the Golden Rose. She 
was murdered in Switzerland. Her only son committed suicide. 
* * * 

The Papal Nuncio blessed a grand bazaar in Paris. Within 
five minutes the building was in flames and nearly 150 of the 
“aristocracy” of France perished, including the sister of the 
Empress of Austria. 

* * * 

The Queen Regent of Spain and King Alfonso were blessed 

by the Pope. They promptly lost Cuba and the Philippines. 
* * * 


King Edward VII visited the Pope and received, as a mark 
of favor, a signed photograph of Leo XIII. At once came the 
news of a reverse of the British troops in Somaliland. 


a * * 


The Pope blessed Lord Denbigh, the Special Envoy of the 
King of England. That very day disaster fell on the British 
Army in South Africa, Lord Methuen being severely wounded. 


% ~ *x 
Major Archibald Butt, principal aide to Taft, sent to Rome 
on a private mission by the President, went down on the ill-fated 
“Titanic.” Before leaving Rome the Major was “specially 
blessed” by the Pope, who also sent his special blessing to the 
President. Taft was ignominiously defeated at the next election. 
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The former German Kaiser received an autograph photograph 
of the Pope, together with a special blessing—‘Our apostolic 
blessing to our royal and holy Kaiser.” Well, you know what 
happened. 

* * * 

In a New Year’s message to America, given to-day (Dec. 31, 
1918), Pope Benedict expressed the hope that the Peace Con- 
ference might result in a new world order, with a League of 
Nations. That was the beginning of the end of the League of 
Nations joke. ; 

* * * 

On Jan. 2, 1919, Pope Benedict invoked the Divine blessing 
on President Wilson, and since that hour we have been under the 
impression that Mr. Wilson, because of a grave physical break- 
down, has been unable to attend to affairs of State. 


Professor Schnitzer, a prominent Bavarian, who has held 
high positions in the universities of Munich and Wurzburg, 
and is an ordained Roman priest, has recently created consid- 
erable consternation in Roman theological circles by two 
hooks—the first dealing. with the claims of certain early 
fathers to authority, and the second being the elaborate exam- 
ination of historical data with the object of proving that the 
Papacy has no claim to be considered of Divine origin, or 
founded by Christ. 


Evidently the last word concerning Ireland has not yet 
heen spoken; but it is a very significant fact that the Roman 
Catholic papers in this country, which are bitter almost to 
the point of the ludicrous against England for her treatment 
of Ireland, have never a word of approval for the struggle of 
Protestants in Spain and Peru and elsewhere, for even the 
most fundamental civic rights. It is hard to believe that these 
men really love freedom; but they certainly hate England. 
We like to think that such men are honest, but when we hear 
them with one breath clamoring for freedom for Ireland, and 
with the next denouncing the Methodists for daring to settle 
in Rome, we confess that we find it hard’to understand their 
love of liberty. 
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UNITY 


It is constantly urged by Roman Catholic priests that the 
Church of Rome has one faith, and one practice: We deny the 
former, while we partly admit the latter. The reverse is the case 
with Evangelical Protestantism; which in a great measure holds 
“one faith,” although its various churches differ from each other 
in their forms of government and of public ordinances. It has 
considerable unity, though not uniformity. 


Christian unity must be free. The congruity of the Church 
of Rome i$ dependent on mental apathy. 

If an order comes from the Vatican, that some new dogma is 
to be received by the masses, some novel ordinance to be 
practiced, or some additional forms and ceremonies to be ob- 
served, all must, at what time they hear “the sound of the cornet, 
flute, harp, sackbut, psaltery, and dulcimer, and all~kinds of 
music,” immediately conform to the decrees that “Our Lord God 
the Pope,” hath set up. No approval of the understanding is 
asked, no consent of the will is obtained. Implicit obedience is 
sternly required ; and if it be withheld—anathematizes it. The new 
decree or canon may be in flat contradiction to a former one, but 
no questions upon the subject are allowed, no freedom of opinion 
is permitted. 

The dogmatic authority of the Church of Rome produces the 
uniformity of an inert, listless, involuntary mass of mind, which 
will not think because it dares not differ. Here is no union of 
soul. It is the fellowship of a gang of convicts, who conform 
to the rules imposed upon them with sullen apathy. It is the 
uniformity of the dead, who are moved about by others offering 
no resistance. How different is this forced sameness of appea:- 
ance from the agreement of an active and vigorous company, all 
bent on pursuit, though not taking the same way to accom- 
plish their common object! The minds of men cannot be dulled 
like the instincts of brute creatures. The compulsory uniformity 
of Romanism either deprives its votaries of all conscience in 
matters of religion, or makes them put on a mask of hypocrisy, 
which tends ultimately to drive them into infidelity. If minds are 
to expand, they must have free play. Rome has persecuted her 
best philosophers, fearing the development of the human faculties. 


(Continued on page 124.) 
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MOVEMENTS FOR FREEDOM IN BOHEMIA 
BY REV. C. A. SALMOND, D.D., EDINBURGH, SCOTLAND. 


There have been recently two movements, more or less related, 
for freedom in Bohemia and Moravia—the one political and the 
other religious. The first culminated in the establishment, on 
28th October, 1918, of the Republic, with a Protestant—wonder- 
ful to relate!—as President, viz., Professor Masaryk, a former 
Roman Catholic, and late occupant of the Chair of Sociology in 
Prague University. The other has issued in the withdrawal from 
the Papacy, in July, 1919, of a considerable section of the Roman 
Catholic clergy, who have formed themselves into a Czech 
National Church, independent of the Holy See. 

With the political movement we do not here deal. It is in- 
tensely patriotic, and even it has had a manifestly anti-Roman 
hent. The name of John Huss, burned at the stake more than 
\00 years ago as a Wicliffite and “heresiarch,” is now glorified 
as the symbol of national freedom; and a striking incident which 
occurred in Prague on 8th November, 1918, when the Republic 
was only a few days old, is of kindred significance. It was the 
anniversary of the battle of the White Mountain, which, on 8th 
November, 1620, crushed Bohemia’s liberties and opened the 
way for the wholesale massacre of “heretics.” A huge crowd, 
returning from a solemn service of commemorative sorrow held 
on the site of that ill-fated battle, gathered in the market-place 
of Prague around the statue of “Maria Victrix,” which stood 
ipposite the statue of Huss, to signalize the completeness of 
Kome’s triumph over Protestantism. Ladders were obtained, 
ropes were tied about the statue’s legs, and Maria, no longer 
“Victrix,” was tumbled to the ground. 

From that day a remarkable movement took shape within 
the Roman Catholic Church itself, much to the anger and alarm 
of the Vatican; and it is mainly to this that attention is directed 
in this article. There have long been yearnings after greater 
ecclesiastical as well as civil liberty in Bohemia; but, by the com- 
bined efforts of Popes and Emperors, these have hitherto been 
only too successfully suppressed. The reforming movement, 
headed by Professor Bolzano, of the Theological Faculty of 
Prague, about the middle of last century, for instance, was 
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promptly quashed by the Jesuits, with the help of the reaction- 
ary Austrian Premier Bach; and a like fate befell a Modernist 
uprising among a section of the Czech clergy toward the begin- 
ning of the present century. But the new movement has better 
promise of success than any which have preceded it, because of 
the drastic change wrought in the situation by the war. The 
defeat of the Central Powers, whose cause was so evidently 
favored for its own ends by the Vatican, and the fall of the 
intolerant Hapsburg dynasty, have done much to clear the field. 
And both in Protestant and in Roman Church circles new oppor- 
tunity has not come in vain. 


As Regards the Protestants. 


Just two months after the Republic was set up the two lead- 
ing [Evangelical Churches were united. Their existence had 
been “tolerated” since 1781, when, under Joseph II, the Act of 
Toleration put an end to the dire and long-continued persecution. 
But ever since that date they had existed apart—the one Church 
adhering to the Helvetic (Swiss) Confession, and the other to 
the Augsburg (Lutheran) Confession. Now, however, they have 
become one, on 19th December, 1918. The united body, which 
is Presbyterian in organization, is named “The Czech Evangel- 
ical Brethren Church.” It comprises 93 congregations and nearly 
as many additional preaching stations—with a total of about 
160,000 members and adherents. It is sad to think how compar- 
atively feeble a folk, numerically, the Protestants now are, com- 
pared with the past, in that region of Europe. In Bohemia they 
number only 2.61 per cent., in Moravia 2.83, and in Slovakia 
(where there is a Lutheran Church of about half-a-million souls), 
16.3 of the population. Contrast this with the position in the 
beginning of the 17th century, when, it is computed, there were 
50 Protestants to one Roman Catholic in Bohemia! Verily Rome 
was thorough in the application there of her time-dishonored 
method of extirpating “heresy” by extirpating “the heretics!” 
sut the “Czech Evangelical Brethren Church” is a brave and live 
community—a missionary Church, not only at home, but with 
marked success in Greenland and elsewhere. The other smaller 
Protestant bodies in Bohemia (Congregational, Baptist and 
Herrnhuter Brethren), numbering together about 10,000 adher- 
ents, may yet unite with it; and, with merited practical sympathy 
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and support from the Evangelical Churches in Britain and Amer- 
ica, the Gospel cause in Bohemia should have, under the new 
régime, an enlarged and growingly influential future. 

As Regards the Roman Catholic Church in Bohemia. 

In sympathy with the political upheaval, which brought civil 
liberty and satisfied national aspirations, many of the Czech 
priests became fired with the patriotic spirit, and at the same time 
with a desire for ecclesiastical reforms. They were fain to 
accommodate themselves to the changed circumstances—without 
breaking, if possible, with Rome. Knowing how unpopular their 
Church had become through its attitude in the war, in contrast 
with that of the Protestant Churches of Czecho-Slovakia, they 
feared lest the Czech nation should reject “religion” (i. e., Cath- 
olicism) altogether, and they decided to take action which might 
set religion on a better basis and-in a more popular light in 
Hohemia. 

At a Congress of Priests in Prague on 23d January, 1919, 
fourteen demands were formulated and adopted by an over- 
whelming majority. Of 2,209 present, 1,744 gave full, and 410 
partial, consent, while only 55 entirely dissented. Some of the 
claims had to do with mere matters of administration—free elec- 
tion of bishops by priests and laymen, equitable appointment of 
priests to parishes, more adequate support and more modern edu- 
cation for the clergy, and the like. Such others cut deeper—such 
as the demand for the use of the Slav vernacular, instead of Latin, 
in the Church services, and for liberty for priests and bishops to 
marry. The list ended with a revision of the trial of John Huss, 
as having been “a judicial murder,” perpetrated in “an age of 
universal ecclesiastical corruption,” and for the canonizing of 
the date of his death (6th July) as “a saint’s day.” <A petition 
embodying these various claims was duly despatched to the Vati- 
can, where, needless to say, it was received with exasperation 
and rejection. In especial, the demand for abolition of com- 
pulsory celibacy was spurned by the Pope, who, in a letter to 
Cardinal Czernoch, declared: “The Holy See cannot in any way 
allow the law of the celibacy of the priests being discussed, which 
law the Holy See considers as a peculiar glory of the Latin 
Church and as the principal source of her power in the perform- 
ance of her work.” (Peculiar glory! History has a different 
tale to unfold, on which it is better not to dwell.) 
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Not to be silenced, the Czech priests*in the following June 
(1919) sent a delegation of priests (who were also deputies to 
Parliament) to Rome, to reiterate their principal demands. Well, 
there might have been compromise offered by Rome on minor 
points; but the whole program was utterly distasteful to the 
Pope, and especially as regards liberty for priests to marry, 
he would have none of it. The appointment by him of Professor 
Kordac, an extreme Ultramontanist, as Archbishop over the 
See of Prague, was itself an ominous indication of the temper 
and purpose of the Vatican. Next, the Czech delegates having 
returned in disappointment, a representative Congress of Priests 
met in July, 1919, to consider the propriety of more decisive 
action; and it was resolved, by 140 votes to 66, to disregard Papal 
authority and form a National (Catholic) Church, with the 
freedom that had been claimed. 

The Pope wrote letters to Kordac, insisting that the “incon- 
ceivable demands” for “senseless novelties” should be renounced 
by the clergy. But it is estimated that about 30 per cent. of the 
Roman clergy in Bohemia have adhered to the new National 
Church, and that already more than 60 ordained priests have 
openly married. 

Then came, on 15th January, 1920, a formal Decree of Ex- 
communication, launched by the Supreme Sacred Congregation 
of the Holy Office, “in the name and with the authorization of 
Pope Benedict XV.” The terms of this interesting document 
are sufficiently emphatic, and such as, in an earlier age, would 
have struck unalleviated terror to the hearts of the separating 
priests and their followers. Their former “mad requests” are 
scorned; and “profound destestation” of their “serious crime” 
of schism from the one “centre of unity” is vehemently ex- 
pressed. The rebels are “reprobated, condemned and excommu- 
nicated,” and held liable to “all the penalties and disabilities es- 
tablished by the sacred Canons.” These “misguided men” are 
declared by the Pope, in a subsequent letter to Archbishop 
Kordac, to be “deprived of all the graces which come from 
Christian communion.” And yet, though cut off from commu- 
nion with his quasi- Vicar—from whose stable the steed had gone 
voluntarily out, before he “expelled” it and locked the door— 
these men claim communion with Jesus Christ Himself and His 
Church, and go forward undismayed and unrepentant in the path 
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of freedom, on which many others in Bohemia may yet join them. 

Whereunto this patriotic and religious reforming movement 
from within the Roman Catholic Church in Bohemia will grow, 
who can tell? A most interesting situation has undoubtedly 
heen developed in the land of Huss and Jerome and Comenius. 
It seems likely that the tendency of the recently formed National 
(Catholic) Church will be more and more in the direction of 
spiritual freedom, and possibly of avowed Protestantism. But 
for the actual ultimate outcome of the movement above described 
we must “wait and see.” And, also, pray! 


TURN-COATS 
BY REV. G. R. MACFAUL, M.A., OTTAWA, CANADA. 

One who abandons the religion in which he was born for 
that of another faith is frequently termed a turn-coat. If a 
kktoman Catholic should become a Protestant he is at once called 
. turn-coat, an apostate, a renegade. These names are given 
in derision, in ridicule and mockery. What do Romanists mean 
by these names? They wish to convey the idea that Protestants 
ire in error in matters of religion. That, to use the common 
everyday expression, they wear their coats wrongside outward, 
hut that they as Romanists are in no sense turn-coats. Let us 
examine the question and see who have their coats on wrong. 


i—No Man Can Enter Heaven Without Being a Turn-Coat. 

[very man born wears his coat wrong side outward until 
God turns it right side outward. Proof: “For all have sinned, 
ind come short of the glory of God” (Rom. 3: 23). “Except 
ye turn and become as little children ye shall in no wise enter 
into the Kingdom of Heaven” (Matt. 18: 3). All are born in 
sin with their backs toward God, with their coats on wrong, 
until they meet God and consent to His turning them right about 
face, and putting their coats on right side out. 


2—The Man Whose Coat is Wrong Side Out is the Man 

Whose Religion is Contrary to God’s Word. 

Is the religion of the Protestant or Romanist contrary to 
God's Word? Let us see. Rev. G. Aubin, in an article some 
time ago in L’Aurore, very aptly answered the question when 
he said: “Protestants believe that it is the-pte x gg Christ 
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that cleanses from all sin. This is the teaching of Scripture. 
Coats on right side out. But Romanists declare that certain 
sins are cleansed only by baptism and purgatory. Coats on 
wrong side out, as you see, because God’s Word does not teach 
any such doctrine. Protestants eat meat on Friday and during 
Lent, because God’s Word does not say that there is more 
religion in a cod-fish than in a piece of beef or pork. Prot- 
estants partake of the Lord’s Supper with bread and wine, 
because it was thus the Lord instituted the supper. Coats on 
right side out. But Roman Catholics have changed all this; 
the cup is withdrawn, and the wafer is substituted for the bread. 
Coats on wrong, as you see, because the Scripture does not 
teach the taking of the supper without wine and with a wafer. 
Protestants address all their prayers to God, because the Bible 
teaches that God is the only being to whom we should pray. 
Coats on right. But Romanists pray also to the saints and the 
Virgin Mary. Coats on wrong, as you see, for the Scriptures 
nowhere teach that we should pray to the saints. Protestants 
believe that the sacrifice of Christ was made once for all, and 
that it cannot be repeated. This is according to Scripture. 
Coats on right. But Romanists pretend that the mass is the 
same as Christ’s sacrifice, and that Jesus is offered up every 
time that priests say mass. Coats on wrong, as you see, for 
the Word of God is completely silent on this mass of the priests. 
Protestants believe that there are two places in the next world, 
Heaven and Hell. Coats on right, because Scripture teaches 
only the existence of these two places. But Romanists speak to 
us of a third place, Purgatory. Coats on wrong, as you see, 
because the Bible does not say a single word about Purgatory. 
Protestants believe that priests, bishops, or pastors, are at lib- 
erty to marry, because God’s Word gives them this right or 
privilege. Coats on right. But Romanists forbid their priests 
and their bishops to marry. Coats on wrong, as you see, for the 
Bible declares the command forbidding marriage is a doctrine 
of devils.” 

It is therefore plain to all that Roman Catholics are in error 
in religious matters and that they wear their coats wrong side 
out. But Romanists who come out of their Church to follow 


the truth as found in the Holy Scripture turn their coats right 
side out. 
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3—The Author of True Conversion is God. 

Frequently Romanists have said to me: “Oh, you have come 
to convert us!” I have answered: “No; I am glad to say that 
is not my business; I never converted anybody. My duty is 
to preach Christ and His doctrines, it is God’s business to con- 
vert you—for God alone can cleanse and truly con- 
vert the soul,” e. g., “It is God that justifieth® (Rom. 8: 33). 
“Turn Thou us unto Thee, O Lord, and we shall be turned” 
(Lam. 5: 21). 


4—The World’s Judgment Often Wrong. 

“Man looketh on the outward appearance, but the Lord 
looketh on the heart” (1 Sam. 16: 7). If you have read God’s 
\Vord; if you have been convicted of sin; if you have seen 
Jesus as your Saviour who died to atone for your sins; if you 
have repented and believed on Him and have peace, your coat 
is on right side out. Let them call you names if they will, care 
not for the world’s persecutions. If, however, your heart is not 
right with God, and you are living in sin—I care not what name 
you bear—your coat is on wrong side out; you are on the way 
to eternal death. “Turn ye, turn ye, why will ye die?’ Look 
up into God’s face and, with the prophet of old, cry: “Turn 
Thou me, and I shall be turned; for Thou art the Lord my God 
(Jer. 31: 18). 


A PAPAL CONFESSION 

I, the sinful Roman Church, confess to God Almighty that 
from the beginning of my organization have I sinned against 
all Thy commandments, by thoughts, desires, words and ac- 
tions, and confess myself guilty of the following particular 
sins: 

First. In spite of the first commandment, saying, “I AM 
THE LORD THY GOD, THOU SHALT HAVE NO 
OTHER GODS BEFORE ME,’ I have numbered a multi- 
tude of saints in the heavens above, and have ordained my 
obedient people to invoke and worship them. 

I have permitted the worship of Mary, the mother of Jesus, 
although I knew perfectly well the passage in the Holy Scrip- 
ture (Acts 4: 12), “Neither is there salvation in any other, 


for there is no other name under Heaven given among men 
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whereby we must be saved.” 1 have created a Heaven-full 
of mediators between Thee and fallen mankind, and therefore 
have fallen into idolatry, breaking this, Thy first command- 
ment, although I knew perfectly well what the Lord said in 
John 14: 6, “Lam the Way, the Truth and the Life: no man 
cometh unto the Father but by Me.” 

Second... I CONFESS TO HAVING TAKEN THE 
NAME OF GOD IN VAIN; placing the Roman Pope, a sin- 
ful man, as head of the Church, calling him “Holy Father,” 
though I knew that in the Gospel of St. Matthew, the twenty- 
third chapter, ninth verse, it expressly says: “Call no man 
your father upon the earth, for one is your Father which is in 
Heaven.” 

Third. Instead of sanctifying the Feast days, on those 
days I have abused the pulpit, teaching politics and other 
earthly things when I ought to have glorified Thy power; and 
I have never observed the holy word of Thy Son, expressed 
in John 18: 36, “My kingdom is not of this world.” 

Fourth. I have certainly violated Thy divine Fourth Com- 
mandment, undermining directly the welfare of family life. 
and declaring that matrimony, established by Thee, was not 
for my servants, though Thy Word, as stated by the Apostle 
Paul to Timothy (1 Tim. 3: 2-5), says: “A bishop, then, must 
be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good 
behavior, given to hospitality, apt to teach, not given to wine, 
no striker, not greedy of filthy lucre, but patient, not a braw- 
ler, not covetous. One that ruleth well his own house, having 
his children in subjection with all gravity.” And in the First 
Epistle of Paul to the Corinthians, ninth chapter and fifth 
verse, he expresses himself plainly: “Have we not power to 
lead about a sister, a wife, as well as other apostles, and the 
brethren of the Lord, and Cephas?” 

Fifth. Against the fifth commandment, “THOU SHALT 
NOT KILL,” I fear that I have sinned so much that I really 
do not know where to begin my confession and where to 
end. Hundreds and thousands of the most noble who have 
followed Thy pure doctrine have I burned publicly. Through 
my Inquisition I have martyred, tormented and killed so many 
that if all the blood shed should come upon me it would easily 
drown me and my followers. 


(Continued on page 123.) 
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HOW THE JESUITS GET CONTROL OF THE 
BRITISH PRESS 


BY MICHAEL J. F. MC CARTHY. 


The Jesuit Society, being a political society par excellence, 
aims at directing public opinion in the British Isles; and Prot- 
estants have come to the disquieting conclusion that the Society 


is succeeding in its work to a degrée that is not consonant with 
the continued prosperity and ggod government of this country. 
The peculiar strength of the Jesuits’ political campaign and 
its peculiar danger to Protestantism is that the Jesuit priests do 
not openly identify themselves with politics. One never met a 
Jesuit, for instance, on a political platform in Ireland all through 
the Land and Home Rule agitations, when priests of every other 
description were to be found speaking and presiding at such 
gatherings. And yet—and I say it after mature consideration 
of the fruits of those agitations—the Jesuits were pulling the 
strings of politics in Ireland from the beginning to end of both 
igitations, and the Jesuit Society has gained more in cash and 
prestige by those agitations than any other class of Roman priests. 
The plausible methods of the Jesuits in politics and literature 
are pre-eminently calculated to appeal to the love of “fair play 
all round,” which is so characteristic of the Englishman, and the 
result now is that the Jesuit Society is stronger in the British 
l<les than it is in any other European country. 


Jesuit Policy Approved by Highest Ecclesiastic Authority. 


Presiding at the annual meeting of a well-known Roman 
Catholic propagandist and proselytizing institution, at the Mansion 
House, Dublin, last October, Cardinal Logue, Archbishop of 
\rmagh and highest dignitary of the Roman Church in the Brit- 
ish Isles, said that “the principal object for which they were met 
that day was to induce them to avail themselves of the wonderful 
modern power of the Press to a large extent for the advancement 
of Catholic interests.” 

It has been the legitimate boast of Britain that she has had 
1 free Press for over 200 years—that, in fact, she has been the 
nly country in the world which possessed anything like real, 
sustained liberty of the press—the only country where men might 
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print what they thought, subject only to the common responsi- 
bility of printer and publisher and author to the ordinary laws 
of the land which apply to them as to all other citizens. 

3y reason of that freedom of printing, book publishers have 
grown wealthy and newspaper owners in modern times, especially 


at the present day, have grown rich beyond the dreams of avarice. 
May one deferentially ask those magnates to consider who and 
what it was that made such prosperity possible? May the Prot- 
estant majority respectfully invite them to look backward and 
recollect who were their friends ? 


The British Press Owes its Reading Public to Protestantism. 


But not only did Protestantism give the Press its liberty. It 
also supplied it with a reading public. It was the Bible that made 
reading general in England. As Mr. J. R. Green, the historian, 
well put it, england for centuries after the Reformation became 
a nation of one book—namely, the Book of books—which made 
all othe? books possible for Englishmen. From the first days of 
the Reformation in England, when Edward VI established gram- 
mar-schools with the endowments taken from the colleges of 
papal priests, it was the Protestants who always strove to educate 
and improve the condition of the common people; and it was 
the Sacerdotalists who always strove to keep them ignorant and 
in subjection. 

At every stage af British history, when Protestantism was in 
the ascendant, literature prospered and the cause of education 
flourished; and, conversely, when Sacerdotalism was in the 
ascendant, literature and education always declined. 

With such a history, it was only natural that the British Press, 
as a whole, in so far as it concerned itself with religion, should 
have been decidedly Protestant for more than a century and a 
half after its enfranchisement. That is to say, it gave the reader 
the impression that the proper and best religion for the free peo- 
ple of these islands was the belief that each individual in need 
of spiritual consolation had the right and privilege of free access 
to God without the intervention of any human intermediary ; 
just as each individual has, or ought to have, free access to God's 
sunlight or God’s air. 
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The Press Becomes First Agnostic, then Sacerdotalist. 


The first change in the tone of the British Press toward Prot- 
estantism synchronized with that revival of Sacerdotalism known 
is the Oxford or Puseyite Movement, that movement being the 
lirect outcome of the Roman Catholic Emancipation Act of 1829. 

But the first decline in the Protestantism of the British Press 
was not altogether due to Puseyite influence. Nor did the Press, 
s it ceased to be Protestant, become proportionately Sacerdotal- 
ist. While the cultured skepticism of the eighteenth century left 
the Protestantism of the nation untouched, the advance of science 
n the nineteenth century so astonished humanity that publicists 
thought the world was about to see the end of religious. belief in 
ivilized countries. Accordingly the prevailing tone of those 
uiblications which most influenced public opinion became de- 
idedly agnostic. Authors and journalists, book publishers and 
iewspaper owners, impressed by the amazing growth of scientific 
knowledge, were, so to speak, putting their money on the Agnostic 
Scientist as the man likely to dominate public opinion in Great 
ritain. 

The Evangelical leaders did not see how they could make 
friends with the scientists of those days, who expressed them- 
elves in needlessly offensive terms about the Christian concep- 
tion of God and about the revelation of God’s relationship with 
ian contained in the Scriptures—a state of things which now, 
happily, has ceased to exist. 

The scientists, thinking themselves badly treated by the 
Protestants, were glad to make friends with the Church digni- 
taries in the Universities and throughout the diocese, who had 
behind them so much of the wealth, rank and social distinction 
of the country—who had in their gift, in fact, all those social 
imenities which, for the ordinary man, make life worth living. 
Che agnostic tone of the British Press thenceforth gradually 
declined. First it became partly Sacerdotalist and partly agnos- 
tic. Then Protestantism went out of fashion. The great discov- 


eries in science became a thing of course and lost their power 
to startle. And, meantime, the Sacerdotalist tone of the Press 
proportionately grew in strength, until it has now reached the 
dimensions constituting the grievance of the Protestant majority 
against the Press. 
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Anglo-Roman Display in the Newspapers Ousts Evan- 
gelicalism. 


very fresh convert to Rome from the titled aristocracy and 
other “society” celebrities, or from the Puseyite clergy of the 
I<stablished Church, was an interesting and startling-item of news 


to which the newspapers naturally gave great prominence. .The 
Jesuit Press Bureau rang the changes again and again by 
their inspired paragraphs in all the newspapers before, at and 
after each conversion, until every individual conversion seemed 
multiphed by ten in the public mind. For many years the papers 
were full of reports of conversions and rumored conversions— 
or perversions—to Rome, so that the notoriety achieved was no 
small incentive to conversion. If the trend of public opinion in 
England was to be inferred rightly from the Romeward drift of 
“society” flotsam and jetsam in the decades following the con- 
version of Newman and Manning, then all the evidence before 
the newspapers was in favor of Rome. There were no such inter- 
esting conversions to be recorded from Rome to Anglicanism. 

The perfect organization of the Jesuits enabled them to con- 
duct their Press campaign with scientific precision. They studied 
the wants of the newspapers and sent out their inspired para- 
graphs just at the right moment, when they knew there was a 
dearth of exciting news. I had ample opportunities of judging 
their capacity in this respect in the office of a great Roman Cath- 
olic newspaper in Ireland. 

The Anglo-Romanist combination, to use a theatrical expres- 
sion, presented the newspapers and, through them, the public, 
with a “show” which, for versatility, threw the steady-going 
Evangelicals completely into the shade. While the Romanists 
contributed their list of startling conversions, the Anglicans also 
presented an attractive bill of fare for the Press. There were 
reports of auricular confessions and elaborate Roman ritual 
revived in Anglican cathedrals and churches; of Roman vest- 
ments worn by Anglican bishops and priests; of Roman orders 
of monks and nuns re-established in the Church of England, and 
other weird goings-on which made capital matter for the Press, 
calculated to interest “society,” to amuse agnosticism and to make 
Protestant flesh creep. The Evangelical leaders were driven back 
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ipon themselves and out of the newspapers; and, in so far as 
the Press represents the daily life of England, it came to appear 
that Sacerdotalism and not Protestantism was the religious creed 
of the British nation, a presentation altogether at variance. with 
the facts. 

Effect of the Liberal-Nationalist Alliance on the Press. 

The Roman ecclesiastics always kept printing under their own 
control when they held power. In England, before the Reforma- 
tion and up to the Revolution of 1688, the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury was ex officio the censor of the Press, William Sancroft, 
the Sacerdotalist Archbishop who refused to acknowledge William 
of Orange and was deprived of his office, being the last censor 
of the British Press, 

In Ireland the Roman Catholic Press has always been com- 
pletely under the thumb of the Church, so that nothing unfavor- 
ible to the Roman system ever finds its way into Nationalist 
newspapers. The Irish Roman Catholic newspapers, from one 
end of the year to the other, are elaborate calendars of rites and 
ceremonies and records of the meetings, speeches and addresses 
of bishops and priests—the politics and personalities with which 
their bill of fare is varied being merely secondary matter. 

For, when the Liberal party allied itself with the Irish party 

Parliament, all the Liberal papers in Great Britain were cap- 
tured for Romanism by the Jesuits. The Irish correspondents 
of those papers were men engaged on the staffs of the Roman 
Catholic papers in Ireland, who made up their news for English 
consumption under the very eye of the Jesuits. 

Thenceforward the Liberal papers in London and the prov- 
inces discredited every statement made by an Irish Protestant 
newspaper, or by an Irish Protestant who had not joined the 
oman Catholic side in politics. This was how. the Liberal news- 
papers of Great Britain, which ought to have been, and would 
have been, in the ordinary course of affairs, the most effective 
pponents of Sacerdotalism, were silenced and virtually lost to 
the cause of Protestantism for the last twenty-five years. 


Even Unionist Papers Afraid. 


We then witnessed the curious spectacle of the Conservative 
newspapers, whose interests were bound up with the High Church 
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party, being forced to adopt a Protestant policy against the poli- 
tics of Roman Sacerdotalism as practised in Ireland; while they 
continued bound by party ties, not only to the cause of Anglican 
Sacerdotalism, but to the cause of Roman Sacerdotalism in Eng- 
land, as represented by the Duke of Norfolk and the Cardinals. 
The Irish priesthood were served up to British Liberals in their 
daily papers as angels of light; and Roman Catholicism, by 
means of the Liberal Press, got many fresh advantages in Great 
3ritain and the Empire. The Anglican High Church ‘priesthood 
and the Roman priesthood in England were served up to Eng- 
lish Conservatives as picturesque saints and martyrs who were 
saving England from skepticism and vice; and by means of the 
Tory papers Roman Catholicism made great advances in Great 
Britain. 

That the Protestants found themselves almost without a real 
friend among the daily journals of beth political parties—always 
allowing for exceptions, notably the impartial columns of The 
Times, which were never closed to any justifiable expression of 
Protestant opinion. But, as the Protestants had no supreme 
organization whose sole business it was to attend to such things, 
an occasional protest, even when printed in the great newspaper 
whose price prevented it from circulating among the masses, ex- 
cept through the free libraries, did little to redress the balance 
as between the respective figures cut by Protestantism and Sacer- 
dotalism in the Press. 

The Protestantism of clerical Nonconformity was also weak- 
ened by the Liberal alliance with Jesuitry in Ireland, and by the 
desperate efforts which its leading preachers had to make in order 
to get into the columns of a press over which the Sacerdotalists 
exercised the predominating influence. Nonconformist preachers, 
in order to keep themselves and their chapels before the public, 
were driven to adopt many theatrical devices which were enough 
to have made their Protestant predecessors turn in their graves. 
I:xtraordinary sermons, full of startling paradoxes and wild 
thecries—and, worse still, full of pro-Roman flattery—were 
preached in the hope of winning for Nonconformity a small share 
of the notice of the press. 


Jesuit Education Adapted to Modern Journalism. 
The result of this high tide of Sacerdotalism in the Press 
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was that there were soon Jesuits, that is, Jesuit-educated men or 
ktoman Catholics of one description or other, to be found on the 
permanent or casual literary staffs of almost every newspaper 
in Great Britain, not infrequently unknown to the proprietor, and 
occasionally unknown even to the editor. The class of education 
given by the Jesuits is peculiarly adapted to journalism; and, 
as the Jesuit Society sets the pace in education in the Roman 
Church, the Roman Catholics as a whole take more congenially 

journalism than Protestants—except the High Churchmen, 
ho object to being called Protestants. 

The net result of Jesuit work on the news department of the 
newspapers, as distinguished from the literary department, is 
that Protestant public opinion is inadequately, and often unfairly, 
reported; while Sacerdotalist opinion is magnified by long and 

ibellished reports and sympathetic notices. That is the feel- 

ig about the Press which one hears expressed on all sides by 
‘rotestants. 
This is a most unhappy state of affairs for the nation; but 
would be foolish to say that it implies a malicious conspiracy 
on the part of the owners and editors of our leading newspapers. 
I: must rather be set down to the superior force of the rich 
~acerdotalist organization brought to bear on the Press, as com- 
red with the divided and individual efforts of Protestants in 
e same direction. The Sacerdotalists have a professional vested 
terest to hold them together; the vested interests of individual 
otestants are not in the sphere of religion. 

The proprietor of a newspaper has a right to do what he 
es with his own property, to work it in the way that brings 
mself the most profit. He and his editor cannot well help being 
‘iuenced by historic titles in forming an estimate of news or 

public opinion. Newspaper men have very little time for 
igitation and are always acting like men in an emergency. They 
ust take what comes, and there is never any lack of Sacer- 
talist attractions. 

The newspaper proprietor has a right to make money; but 
e always hopes that, besides making money, he also performs 
ublic service worthy, in some degree, of the lofty traditions 
the British Press. The suppression of Protestant opinion in 
is Protestant nation—as at Portsmouth; the publication of 
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unfair personal diatribes on Protestants—as at Bournemouth, 
represents a line of policy which is doing a dis-service to the 
public, and is bound to be deleterious to the character of the 
younger generation of Britons. One cannot believe, undoubtedly 
clever as the Jesuits may be, that it will long continue. While it 
lasts, it detracts seriously from the value of the Press as a national 
institution, because one knows that there is a great section of 
national thought and feeling which does not find expression in 
the Press’s/picture of the national life. It makes the loss all the 
greater when we consider that the section of national thought 
thus omitted has always been the determining factor for progress 
the dominant power for good, in the history of Britain. 


The Congregation of Rites at Rome has begun an expur- 
gation of the Calendar of Saints. There are, it appears, man) 
illegitimate saints, who have never been sanctified, though 
they are venerated by the people. Sixteen have already gone 

ree of them are Spanish saints, four French, one German 
ind eight are Italian. 


FORM OF BEQUEST 


Those desiring to donate property or money by will to the 
work of Christ’s Mission, may use the following form: 


I give, devise and bequeath to Christ’s Mission, New 
York, a corporation organized and existing under and 
pursuant to the Religious Corporations Laws of the State 
of New York, and now located at No. 331 West 57th 
ircet, in the City, County and State of New York 


(SPECIFY HERE THE PROPERTY OR MONEY) 


to be applied to the uses and purposes of the said Mission, 
in such a manner as the Board of Trustees thereof shall, 
in their discretion, determine. 
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A PAPAL CONFESSION. 
(Continued from page 114.) 

Sixth. It is very difficult for me to remember, confess and 
repent of my crimes against the Sixth Commandment. My Popes 
were licentious and utterly demoralized. My priests are so to- 
day. I have forced them into celibacy; and now they sin against 
nature. 

Seventhe I HAVE ALSO SINNED AGAINST THIS 
COMMANDMENT. I have robbed entire countries, and have 
taken away the inheritance of widows and orphans, though the 
Lord plainly taught me in Matt. 23: 14, “Woe unto you, scribes 
and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye devour widows’ houses, and for 
1 pretense make long prayers; therefore ye shall receive the 
greater damnation.” I am entirely undone by my sins. 

Eighth. Often and a great deal have I lied and maligned. 
Through centuries have I promulgated false doctrines to maintain 
the people in ignorance and superstition. I especially make refer- 
ence to my prohibiting the reading of the Bible, the dogma of the 
infallibility of the Pope, the false doctrine of purgatory, auricular 
confession, celibacy of the priesthood, veneration of the saints, 
adoration of the relics, observing of feast and fast days, indul- 
gences and all the external rites which have absolutely no place 
in the pure teachings of Christ. 

In my text-books on Moral Theology I have taught that lying 
was permissible to obtain certain advantages and evade merited 
punishment, or to serve the interests of the Church. My Jesuits 
teach that the end justifies the means, and they lie openly, as if 
this, Thy divine command, did not exist. 

Ninth THOU SHALT NOT COVET THY NEIGH- 


BOR’S WIFE.” In how many happy homes have my priests 


penetrated, and deceived the husbands, and destroyed happy mar- 


ried life? How many have sinned against this commandment 
the confessional ? 
Tenth. “THOU: SHALT NOT COVET THY NEIGH- 
BOR’S GOODS.” Ah, how grievously and wilfully have I sinned 
this matter! I have appropriated to myself, in the most in- 
\juitious manner, the inheritances of my people at their death- 
ds through my Jesuits. 
No, I have not fulfilled even one of Thy commandments! I 
know that I deserve complete annihilation. 
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UNITY. 
(Continued from page 106.) 

It is not the object of this editorial to enumerate the schisms 
which have taken place in the Church of. Rome, the conflicting 
decrees of different councils, and the changes which they have 
made in the articles of faith and practice ; the oppositions of con- 
temporary Popes and Councils, their mutual anathemas, and the 
bloody wars which they waged ; the rise of hostile sects and orders 
of monks, differing in creed and manners, hating each other, and 
engaging in bitter controversies; or that detestation of the priest- 
hood which has frequently pervaded a great mass of the people, 
so that only some political reason, or the presence of an armed 
force, has kept them in subject to a yoke under which they have 
groaned and writhed. All these are matters of history: and the 
millions of men and women, including every age and rank, and 
episcopacy itself, who have been put to death, imprisoned, or 
banished for their alleged heresies, yield evident proof that Rome 
has been far from having unity in herself. 

Rome has no cause to glory in her pretended unity. When 
weighed in the balances, it is found wanting. Even its claims t 
uniformity must be conceded with some limitation. It contains 
many elements of internal discord, and bears many marks of out- 
ward disagreement. It is uniform, however, in its arrogant 
claims of superiority, in its intolerant spirit, in its grasping 
covetousness, in its despotic government, and the relentless cruelty 
with which it persecutes the true Church of Christ. It is uniform 
in its tyranny over the judgment and conscience of its adherents, 
and in repressing every free thought and noble aspiration of the 
human soul. It is uniform in trying to prolong the night of igno 
rance, to veil the mental sight by superstition, and shut out every 
gleam of spiritual light which would harbinger an approaching 
day of evangelical righteousness. It invariably opposes the 
spread of Divine truth, which would expose the falsity of its pre- 
tentions, the corruption of its manners, and the heavy chains with 
which it has succeeded in binding so many captive to the decree- 
of a soul-destroying power. 
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BOOK REVIEW. 


The Friar of Wittenberg.” By William Stearns Davis, London. 
Macmillan. 


The hero of this story, Walter von Regenstein, Count of Palaestro, 
s the son of a German father and an Italian mother, and has been 
educated in Italian Renaissance circles. In the first chapter we find 
him in a Roman palace, discussing with two cardinals the best means 
ior securing the vast property of the Archbishop of Bari, a favorite 
of Pope Leo X. Cardinals Forli and Rocca beat about the bush, but 
nally one of them pronounces the word “assassination.” At this the 
onscience of the young ‘German revolts ,and he breaks off negotia- 
tions. Forli hires a bravo to remove his enemy: the attempt fails, but 
the murderer, to secure the Cardinal’s favor, denounces Walter yon 
Regenstein as his employer. Banished from Rome by Leo, the Ger- 
nan noble seeks his own country, forsakes his Italian mistress, 
\larianna, daughter of Forli, for a beauty of the north, named Ilsa von 
lankenburg, and incidentlly makes the acquaintance of Martin Luther. 
lhe drama of the Reformation between 1517 and 1522 is played out 
before us,'and the closing scenes are at the Wartburg. The author is 
at his best in depicting the pagan. society of Rome, tn the time when 
liembo was the arbiter of correct Latin and Italian poetry. Life at 
\Vittenberg in 1517 is carefully and accurately described, though the 
vriter perhaps exaggerates the meanness and filth of the narrow 
Professorendorf.” This is the best Reformation story since Mrs. 
Rundle Charles wrote “The Schénberg-Cotta Family.” Mr. Davis is 
not always exact on points of detail, as where he mentions Luther’s 
great hands.” Dr. Adolf Hausrath, in his biography (Vol. II. p. 312), 
speaks of “Luther’s kleine magere Hand” (small, thin hand). We know 
that when the Electoral Prince, John Frederick, visited luther at 
oburg, in September, 1530, and presented him with a beautiful signet 
ring, the circlet proved too wide for the Reformer’s fingers, and slipped 
» the ground. Luther remarked, jestingly, that such rings were for 
ck, Faber, and other stout gentlemen, but that the best thing for 
iimself would be a ring of lead, or a rope to go around his 
eck. (Enders 8: 259.) “‘I said to myself, wrote Luther, ‘thou art 
worm, and no man’” 


Waiting.” By Gerald O’Donovan, London. Macmillan. 


The hero of this tale, Maurice Blake, is the son of a fairly com- 
ortable Roman Catholic farmer, who was trained for a national 
eacher, and appointed to the mastership of a school in his native 
parish, his father securing the place for him on payment of a subscrip- 
tion of $250 to the priest for a spire building fund. He falls in love 
vith a young lady lecturer on poultry, who happens to be a Protestant. 
The priest, “Father” Mahon, hears about this, and dismisses him 
rom his State benefice, by paying him a quarter's salary in lieu of a 
uarter’s notice. He goes to Dublin, obtains employment on the 
taff of a Nationalist newspaper, marries his young lady in a registry 
fice, and eventually is nominated as a Nationalist candidate for his 
ative constituency. But an opposition candidate is set up at the last 
ioment, and a “Mission” is held by “Seraphites” in the parish where 
ce was born, the object of the mission being to secure his defeat. 
le is denounced as an adulterer, and his wife as an adulteress. Ha- 
angues against him are delivered from practically every altar in the 
ivision, and the confessional is pressed into the same service. In- 
identally, we have illuminating disclosures of the wickedness of the 
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lives of priests and the irresolution and superstition of the Romish 
peasantry. And the author of this eye-opening story is not a Protest- 
ant, whose information about Rome is, after all, secondary and 
limited, but an expriest of that “Church,” who speaks what he does 
know and testifies what he has seen. Nothing but good can come 
from the circulation of novels like this. It is interesting to note that 
the author’s Father Ralph has passed through ten editions already. 


Roman Catholicism Analyzed. By J. A. Phillips. Fleming H. Revell 
& Company., New York. 


Mr. Phillips treats of Rome’s fallibility as a teacher, and proves the 
vacillations, flexibilities and variations of her creed. Here the 
authorities are abundant. Not only the students of theology, but the 
historians as well, have shown how the Roman Church was first Arian 
and then Athanasian; how it first anathematized those Eastern sects 
which denied the cup to the laity, and then adopted the usage herself; 
how the Eucharist was first commemorative, then mystic, and then 
the materialistic actual body and Blood of Christ; how there was at 
first Opposition to images, and then a fanatical devotion to them; 
how there was first a Primacy of John, and then of Peter; how there 
was at first a democracy in which pastors were elective, and then a 
monarchy, in which they were appointed; how there was at first a 
denial of inequality among the bishops, a repudiation of the office of 
universal bishop, and then a usurpation of the supreme pontificate; 
how there was for hundreds of years, a rejection of celibacy, as an 
unnatural and impossible thing, and then the adoption of it, with 
the brazenly impudent pretense that it is natural and possible. 


Life and Letters of Martin Luther. By Dr. Preserved Smith. New 

York. 

Within the last score of years, a large amount of new material 
bearing upon Luther and his career has come to light in the libraries 
of Europe, and upon this Preserved Smith, who has given many years 
to the study of his subject, both at home and abroad, has freely drawn 
in his “Life and Letters of Martin Luther.” He tells the story of 
Luther's epoch-making career with both fulness and vigor, with fine 
historic grasp, and with an unusual biographic insight into the charac- 
ter of his subject as a man. 

In the preface of his work, Dr. Smith writes as follows: “It is 
safe to say that every man in Western Europe and in America is 
leading a different life to-day from what he would have led, and is 
another person altogether from what he would have been, had Martin 
Luther not lived. For the most important fact in modern history is 
undoubtedly the great schism of which he was the author, the con- 
sequences of which are still unfolding and will continue to unfold for 
many a century to come.” 

A new biography of Luther, however, requires more apology than 
is to be found merely in the intrinsic interest of the subject. One 
main reason is to be found in the extraordinarily rapid advance of 
recent research, which, within the last ten, and still more, of course. 
within the last twenty years, has greatly changed our knowledge of 
the man. For example, the publication in 1908, of the long lost Com- 
mentary on the Epistle to the Romans has revolutionized our con- 
ception of the Reformer’s early development, the opening of the 
Vatican Archives of the late Pope has at last revealed the true history 
of the legal process taken against the heretic by the Curia, and much 
other important information has come to light. 





CHRIST’S MISSION 


Christ's Mission is in the most central and accessible part of 
New York City. 


It is situated close to Columbus Circle, at the entrance to Central 
Park, where Eighth Avenue and Broadway meet, with a subway 
station and three street-car lines, and a crosstown line, and the Sixth 
and Ninth Avenues elevated station at 59th Street. 


With the subways to all parts of New York, Brooklyn, Jersey 


City and Hoboken, Christ’s Mission can be most easily and quickly 
reached, 


THE CHAPEL, 


At the services in Christ’s Mission the people are told that the 
Lord Jesus Christ offers a present, free and full salvation. The con- 
tributions to meet the expenses of the work are entirely voluntary. 
All seats are free. Hence the necessity of appealing to all the 
Christian friends of the work for their co-operation. All are cor- 
dially invited to attend the services in the commodious chapel of 
the Mission. 


Sundays at 3.30 P. M. 





AN URGENT APPEAL 


The expenses of the past six months have been met, but we are 
in need of $4,000 to cancel outstanding debts of the Mission. 

A loyal friend of our work has kindly offered to contribute $1,000 
if we are able to make up the balance. 

Feeling sure that you will be glad to have a share in freeing 
the Editor’s hands, and not having asked for a contribution from 
you this year, we await with interest your check or pledge. 

The following is the list of contributors with the amounts sub- 


scribed up to May 2ist: 


Rev. K. Mackenzie............ 3 
Mrs. W. J. Willett 

W. J, Atherton 

Migs EB. TOOSGV. scicccccscecse 
F. C. Barton 

J. Molz 

Chas, Learned 

Miss H. Brady.........+. ‘eee 
A Friend 

Mra, I, M, BeacVrcccccstsvcede 
J. E. Wanser 

PD. Armstrong 

Jessie Cruchton 

J. Halpenny 

Mra. W. L. 

Mrs. Mower 

Dr. W. H. Harwood 

Mrs. D. Murray 

Miss Wade and Two Friends.. 
T. Blakely 

Chas. Preston 

Mrs. A. C. 

Jean Mackenzie 

Miss Taylor 

Miss Nelson 

Anna D. 

J. D. Miller 

J, C. 


John Kennedy 
Miss J. McClellan 
A Friend 
Anne C. 
A, W. Johnston 
Prof. Newton Wray.....ccsce 
. Lowe 

Cc. 

> a 

. H. Naesaw..... 
5. Ti OCG, bo cad acaot ne 
Mrs, W. H. Wolverton 
Cas. 
Mere. Bedert BoRis.scscicvess es 
Mrs. W. F. Jones 
Mrs. C 
R. Stewart 
R. MeCance 
Miss M. J, 


J. S. A. Miller $50.00 
Miss J. Redman...... soecceosd 1.00 
J. W. Downe 5.00 
Christina Fleming 5.00 
Miss Anna J. Dickinson.. art 1.00 
Mrs. F. ~~ 2.00 
Geo. R. Weber 10.00 
Louis Job 1.00 
Geo. P. vi 5.00 
Annie G. McClelland 

Erskine Brantly, D.D 

Geo. Armstrong 

S. J. Brownley 

Thos, E. Bourland 

Mrs. W. Borden 

Mrs. E. A. Goodrich 

Wallace E. Stephen 

Wm. Ritzmann 

Harriet Stewart 

Miss A. Champion 

Sarah G. Ferrie 

Mrs, A. R. Huber 

J. E. MacDonald 

R. N. Orton 

J. T. Anderson 

Miss Jean Kethel 

E. M. Powell... 

J. Magowan 

Margaret Ratzer 

A. B. Stahr 

Susan R. Kendall 

William Chambers 

Lizzie S. Holmes 

Miss Fannie Hanford 

Miss Emma 8, Elliott 

Miss Annie G. Cooke 

i> BUONO. sock ss ece 

Minnie Ballantine ... 

Mrs. A. H, Joesten 

Mrs. G. W. Watson 

A. 8S. McKay 

Burton H. Winslow 

G. E. Goodale 

Mra. J. C. 


Sarah Langford . 
Mr. Holmans 


With deep appreciation of your past generous co-operation 
which we hope will continue to the completion of the task. 
PATRICK MORGAN, Director. 





